Doubk? Patemin<j Rejection 

EL-om^ner nas rejecte<.i clajms 1-21 , 2a and 43 as prov^ssongyy rejected u;5der 

the ;ud;C!ai?y created doctrsn^ of ofoviousness-typ^ double patent over claims 1-7, 9 and 

1 2-14 q1 copending applscalon Mo. 10/?1S,74S tD Rathore et al. A tem-ilnal dssdaimer 

R-ei&clsorss basfS-d yp-on 35 U,S C, 

Exarnsner nas rejeclad claims 1-21 28, 40'-41 and 43 un*1er 3*5 U S C. 102';e) as 

ant V. .-v^red v v U ,\5 ' ( i ; ' "b^ i K.-s-^n <r t a 

Applicants submit herewith a deciaratJon from inventors Oss-^ian Raihose and 
ArvvMargret Ar^demso?^. ^^la^ng that they "are the inventors of any suDiect matter 
inokJded )n US2004-Ot5lT55 roj^aS^ng t<i polymers eomplsing antsmscrcb^a* me^a? 

Ao^osx^jngly R^mme B\ m not sm? mt urd^? 35 U S C iQ2{e\ AQ'^^mU 
^juDn t the* re e^ii?-^ ^)sse3 ucoi A' U S C "TO has t>^m tra\®'^??o 
Rc^-jarlions lx^f>ecl ufx s'' 35 U S C •*02(L) t r U r C iC3 

^ ^<sr ne "a& rejected claims ^ ;9-21 an« 4^-^ as antopated unda' U S C 
! Li" pate itable uf^-e- >}5 U S C 1 D3 m view of US 453 { ^Borovi^k/) 
; s;c5 3l4!;8a«^etar) 

Borowsky discloses 'an optsca^^y graded contact tens for ocdudmg hght for 
hght sensitive lens wearers " Column i hm% 5-6, The shaded ?e0<on foimed by 
preapitatfng stiver chlond® in the get rfiatrix, exposing the silver to hght placing the 
lens m a comn-semsal developer to a r!S<luc©d silver sliads a-^d re^i^o* jng excess 
Sil tsr cNondi? vvith a l^x*?r Ccltmsi 3 ir^e SS-Cvlurm 4 l$fV 9 T^§>?'e ss rsof^'f^cf 

'J ^e^e i'^ abso.utt^ly noth^n^ Borrwskv to suggest ihas: tne BcrDvvi^«.y ei^OiS 
would hsve arsy property othe" than p^iotoGh^amfc^ly, or that any pr oc^fss should be 
used ^ ther *han tne prc^ass disdosod therein The Vanaedirfan dec-a^atjo'i clearly 
show§^ that Borovv^Ky are fwt 3?'st*i>fcrob'al Accord^'sgiy C vgmmer '>3S 
no? made a pnm'^ fac^e <?hov\5rig t^"}3t Bo^ov^'^iKy vcuid nave Ajgg^slecs lo one of II 




f^e an sny ontimicfCbi^J^ ten^ lar ak>ne antfrnscrotfa^ contact ier^ses iVXM;?ci 
th© present application. 

Applicants b.m^ ism^nd«<^ clmms 1 and 18 to iti^thm i^ite that the ^«>n«^s of 
tne preserit snvention 

Barrv a!, discloses contact that mmm caramic carrse?-s^. such ss 
:?eoli'^e$ which mlf^sn anttmicK-Jbtai meta^ sons ZeQf^te>s are «p<jcsfsc3i^v excb^Jed ffDn> 

8arhv a? roixi ty ^A^fr-h^f aba.uact cU ire? " S u k- 6^8 .-no cc\^ ■ 
7. !sn*?& d^iclose u^^ng s V'er sons ws'^h moUte £ec-iiti.9 are not sa a^cl its 
mentsnneo ahove a^^ spedtlcesHy excluded from the defmstson of oietal san« the 
presem appHcat^on Appftcams f^spect^fiy %mm\t the 35 U,S C 102 reieelson 
feasad upm Bafty #t has bem traversed.. 

Examiner has also rejected the clafms of the present irsverit^on as ofevious m 
view of Barr^' si si Barry et ai does not disclose or suggest that any matenal oitiar 
t^ars a zeohte should be used and dees not ^^uqce^t that the meta! sa^ts d'SC'OJ^sct sn 
-"-^cr jrp K'^^^ucr ->\iv rr ^^^^ a" ^ ' -"^actlem Th->FNa'^ \ 

Barry p^wsdes rso ^notiv^ tT ^ v- ^ i> ^x^^ • > li'f* fie ^tc-itrs v. i $fv 
d scicse t^^riesf ; v.ith r-^e r-sV^s '■^ : ted t le ^ ^ lt>^ ireset^^ v^> ^itor 

f*.1creo\ef ?. ry et a tM'K seach&s a^^jay ffO->^ .^i ^c:' f cvesenl 
snver.tscn 'hjch r^uire metal salts with rec^fed solub Jfees i Barry states 

'it l§ ^fT^poftanl to deslg^ri an antsmterobiai contad ^ens that tiom n^t mlms^ 
th^ Mmimicmbki ag^nt Mo ophfrialmfc solutson or the eye, to avoid adverse 
Of uhwahted reaction,' Barry et al column 2. Isnes 46-49, 
'A ^ens of the fnventson does mt imt^h tife mimicmtiBi sgmt into the eye 
diTO .;se" Barsveta^ co^ mn3 Isne 11-13 



Thus l?a''r\» ai d®.adv teaches av^? ' 
pi^Xamtyl^ over Ba^y et al atid BQa;^»vs>ky 



ckiims 19--21. 

^^)m clasm 1 nnd are Sfmilady nove! and 



Examiner has further rejected dalrns 1 7-16 and 40-41 as unpatentable over Borwsky 
cr C-ci ty, a i \i v duji \ tr e u v> <,1 

/i^ jo^ I nt^(- . e ' itvu By owb^y no H<i ry et dis:.c. «sp suyc^est t! e 
pf ^ J. I r -i.^rtion Wsth respect to Raihoro et Ap»5licants respectfUly 
sutrs . J sat ^itx\^ Ralhclje et ai *s not prior art i.r^dt^r 35 S C 1C?(e^, t s not a vat ab!e 
as pr>os urider 35 U S C.103 Accord^ngSy, as ;)oitne?~ 8o owskv ror Batty ei si 
dtsdose or suggest the pre<iently clairr^ed inven^^op, and Rathore, et *ias bs€ i 
removed as a r©fereroe under U S G 103. AppKcsnts ^^especlfuliy smrr\i t^iat the 
Tejecbons of da>ms 17-18 and 4CM1 over t^her Bwowsky or B«3iry et al ir^ v cw 
RattiofB et al have been traversed . 

ronsl) nation vv McCabee nl v ^ - , ^ • j>t,,s\\ fx^r ^i, rn e di 

d scJose o d^3r>cst an* r u i 1- i - 1 nn j i , j K t-^ r § ihr i t ^ is no 

no e ol t'-'e efcGra ^ B<; > > 3<^ir> «t a\ or f^ACabe et taku" orx-^ or m 
com^natiOT oisclose or &uggeslantim codial lenses compuSH^g mete, saltsi 

^pl^cants respoctfuNy submit that the foregoing arguments nave traversed "^b 
Exammer s tejecttons Wsthdrawa^ of the reicctions snti allowanco of th© da^ms as 
amended ts rsspec^fully requested. 




1/ 

Jo^snson & Johnson 
One Johnson & Johnsort 
Nsw Srunswiek, N J D8S33 
(904) 443-3074 
Dated; January 8, 2007 



